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d'etat. Like Spargo, he sees in the program of Lenine a base betrayal 
of the Russian democracy, but while the American socialist says there 
is " little to choose between the ways of Stolypin and Von Plehve and 
those of the Lenine-Trotzky regime " , the Russian socialist finds Stoly- 
pin even more considerate than the dictator of Bolshevism of the forms, 
at least, of law and order. Kritschewsky has no solution to offer and 
sees no hope, except in a definite victory of the Allies, for the restora- 
tion of peace in Russia. But victory has come since his last despairing 
letter was written, yet Lenine stills rules in Petrograd. Why, asks the 
author, has the Russian people suffered this new imposition of tyranny ? 
Because, released only yesterday from the bonds of Czarism, it has not 
yet become either a nation or a conscious democracy. 

D. S. Muzzev. 

Ireland and England. By EDWARD RAYMOND TURNER. 
New York, The Century Company, 1919. — ix, 504 pp. 

Ireland's Fight for Freedom. By GEORGE CREEL. New 
York, Harper and Brothers, 19 19. — xiv, 199 pp. 

Rarely in the last half-century has the publication of a book in the 
United States rendered a greater service than that of Professor Turner's 
dispassionate , judicial and scholarly study of the subject about which 
so much falsehood has been uttered, commonly called the Irish Ques- 
tion. The spirit of the author is admirable. It is the spirit of a 
scholarly gentleman who seeks for the truth by laborious research and 
then presents it with as much kindly tact as he can use toward those 
whom the telling of the truth is sure to convict of misrepresentation or 
inflame to passionate recrimination. After reading the misleading utter- 
ances on the subject of Ireland by Barrington, Dr. Emmett, Clancy, 
Mitchell, Ford, Tynan, O'Connell, Devoy, Mrs. Green, Hackett, 
Sheehy-Skeffington, Tierney and many others, the earnest seeker after 
truth will rejoice that a scholar, trained in historical research, has at 
last written on the Irish Question. The few not very serious blemishes 
in the book are to be explained by the fact that the author is not as 
well grounded in law, political science, administration and taxation, 
subjects with which the Irish Question is closely interwoven, as he is 
in the canons of historical research and exposition. If he had been, 
he would not have missed the opportunity on page 145 of telling in a 
few lines the plain truth about the famous Report of the Childers Com- 
mission, which so many Irishmen, both Nationalists and Sinn-Feiners, 
roll as a sweet morsel under their tongues. 
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On two questions of major importance, the Union of Great Britain 
and Ireland and the alleged over-taxation of Ireland, Professor Turn- 
er's book is neither wholly satisfactory nor wholly unsatisfactory. On 
page in occurs this passage , which the reviewer cannot accept : " The 
Union was carried in Ireland largely by intimidation and coercive per- 
suasion and in the Irish Parliament by bribery, wholesale and open. 
It may be that the vote for the Union, as Lecky thought, was against 
the wishes of five-sixths of the people of Ireland." Professor Turner 
seems to be wholly ignorant of the great authority on Irish history, 
T. D. Ingram, who has refuted on this point both Lecky and his friend 
Barrington, whom Lecky carelessly accepted. Born in Donegal, In- 
gram, after a successful career as professor of law in India, devoted 
his last years to historical research of a high order. His History of 
the Legislative Union of Great Britain and Ireland, published in 1887 , 
and Critical Examination of Irish History, published in 1900, seem 
to be unknown to Professor Turner. They are not referred to in the 
text or mentioned in the bibliography at the end of the volume. If 
Professor Turner consults these works before the second edition of 
his book appears, the reviewer feels sure that he will recast his treat- 
ment of the Act of Union. Ingram furnishes convincing evidence 
that the Roman Catholic hierarchy in Ireland and a large part of the 
laity heartily supported the Union. The representatives in the Irish 
Parliament from the great Roman Catholic centers, now seething with 
rebellion, such as Dublin, Cork, Galway and Limerick, all voted for 
the Union and were afterward elected members of the first Parliament 
of the United Kingdom by the same constituencies, where the Roman 
Catholics, then as now, had enormous majorities. The Presbyterians, 
too, heartily favored the Union. The chief opposition to it came from 
about one-half of the members of the English Church in Ireland. In- 
gram's conclusion is thus stated by himself in the preface to his His- 
tory : " The whole inquiry has left a strong conviction on the author's 
mind that the Union was undertaken from the purest motives, that it 
was carried by fair and constitutional means, and that its final accom- 
plishment was accompanied with the hearty assent and concurrence of 
the vast majority of the two peoples that dwelt in Ireland." 

Professor Turner's treatment of the Report of the Childers Commis- 
sion resembles the members of the Church at Laodicaea, being neither 
cold nor hot but in the nature of a compromise. The allegations of 
the Sinn-Feiners are set forth and then the assertions of their oppon- 
ents ; the author does not give his own opinion. After reading the in- 
cisive analysis of the report in Baden- Powell's The Saving of Ireland, 
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he might revise what he has written on this subject. The recom- 
mendations of the report of a bare majority of the commission will 
not impress the trained economist because they are based upon a 
fallacy, viz., that taxes are imposed upon geographical areas rather 
than on the people living in those areas. How absurd its recom- 
mendations are can easily be shown. A law based upon them would 
provide that if an Irish constituent of De Valera in East Clare 
should buy a quart of whiskey at home he would be required to pay as 
a tax only one-twentieth of the sum which he would have to pay if he 
were living in England as a constituent of T. P. O'Connor in the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool. In fact, Ireland is greatly favored under 
the present system of taxation. 

Professor Turner's bibliography could be greatly improved by omis- 
sions and additions. Those absurd books of J. K. Maguire, The King, 
the Kaiser and Itish Freedom and What Could Germany Do for 
Ireland should find no place in the bibliography of any scholarly work. 
On the other hand, the volumes on the Irish Rebellion of 19 16 and 
the Irish Convention of 19 18 by Wells and Marlowe, the best books 
that have been published on their respective subjects, should by all 
means be included. One misses, too, that delightful brochure, The 
Oppressed English, by Ian Hay, which first brought the true light to 
many American minds. In the reviewer's opinion no one should write 
on the Irish Question until he has read the works of these five authors : 
T. D. Ingram, Sir George Baden-Powell, the Duke of Argyll, Michael 
J. F. McCarthy and F. Hugh O'Donnell. The last two are especially 
valuable for those who seek the truth about Sinn Fein Ireland. Both 
are Roman Catholic Irishmen who have the courage to speak the truth 
about some of their countrymen. Professor Turner mentions the 
latter's History of the Irish Parliamentary Party, but he should have 
included also his The Ruin of Irish Education and Paraguay on 
Shannon. Of the former's writings he should have mentioned The 
Murdering Time or the Irish Rebellion, Irish Land and Irish Liberty, 
The Irish Roman Catholic University and the Jesuits, Priests and 
People in Ireland, Five Years in Ireland, The Non- Conformist Trea- 
son and Catholic Ireland and Protestant Scotland. Some students 
of Irish history would dissent from Professor Turner's opinions of 
Mrs. Green's Irish Nationality , Francis Hackett's Ireland and John 
Leslie's The Irish Issue in its American Aspect. 

It is to be regretted that the author has given his book a title which 
is really a misnomer, although it must be admitted that in choosing it 
he has followed in some degree Horace's adage, usus norma loquendi. 
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But a scholar should not follow popular usage when it is misleading. 
The title should be Ireland and Great Britain or, better still, Ireland 
and the United Kingdom. One might as well speak of New York and 
the Philippines, meaning the United States and the Philippines, as of 
England and Ireland. Whatever may be alleged about the wrongs 
perpetrated on Ireland since 1700 — and they have been enormously 
exaggerated — the voters in Scotland and Wales are just as much respon- 
sible for the acts of their representatives as are the voters in every state 
of our Union for the denial by the United States to the Philippines, 
Hawaii and Porto Rico, of the political and civil rights which for a 
century the Irishman has enjoyed in precisely the same measure as the 
Englishman, the Scotchman and the Welshman. 

Professor Turner has given us, however, an eminently fair exposi- 
tion of a most vexed and intricate question. And he has done more. 
In view of the part which the Irish Question has come to play in our 
national life it is not going too far to say that he has performed a 
national service in affording his fellow-countrymen the opportunity to 
learn truth where they have been ignorant and grossly deceived. To 
one who has himself been long a student of the Irish Question and 
who feels deeply that the American people should be told the truth 
about it, these words of Professor Turner are peculiarly moving : 

In America usually they tell nothing but Ireland's case, and it has been 
mentioned to me that my labor would be vain unless this work were thor- 
oughly pro-Irish. I am unwilling to believe it, but in any event I am con- 
tent if my account be fair and true. I can only say that I had rather the 
book were not written than that anything in it should even remotely injure 
the cause of one Irish peasant or a single laborer in Dublin ; but I have 
been equally unwilling that England's difficulties and the good in her work 
and intention should fail to be stated in my pages. 

Ireland's Fight for Freedom by Mr. George Creel is a book of en- 
tirely different character from Professor Turner's. Of the many mis- 
leading volumes on the Irish Question that have been published in 
the United States this is one of the worst. No publishing house 
careful of its reputation should have put its imprint on such a collec- 
tion of palpably false statements. The literary adviser who recom- 
mended its publication did a wrong to his firm and an injustice to the 
reading public. On a question seething with passion a responsible 
publisher should not put forth a book unless it is based upon careful 
study and written in a spirit of fairness. Especially should he not do 
so if the question is one that may embitter international relations. 
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Mr. Creel's book is a product of scissors and paste by a writer whose 
previous record as a journalist in no sense qualified him to speak with 
authority on a subject whose roots reach far back and which requires 
for adequate treatment a knowledge of law, political science and eco- 
nomics as well as of history. The book, though it gives no indication 
of the fact, is made up of reprints of a few hastily compiled newspaper 
articles printed last July in the New York Journal. Whoever bought 
those issues of Mr. Hearst's paper for a few cents bought all the matter 
for which the purchaser of this book will have to pay two dollars. 

The title is, of course, thoroughly misleading. It should be Sinn 
Fein's Fight for Independence. Home Rule, freedom and independ- 
ence are constantly used as though they were synonymous. Mr. Creel 
includes Butt, Parnell and Redmond as great leaders " in the fight for 
Irish independence ", though of course they were Home Rulers and 
not Sinn Feiners as he implies. Especially amusing or exasperating, 
depending on the point of view, is the attempt to link up the cause of 
Sinn Fein with the American Revolution. Thirty-eight per cent, of 
Washington's army. Mr. Creel tells us, was Irish. Leaving aside the 
gross exaggeration of this statement, the informed reader will recall 
that the bulk of the Irish who served under Washington were Presby- 
terians. Were they living to-day in Ireland they would be found sup- 
porting Sir Edward Carson ! The attempt to free Sinn Fein from the 
charge of a " German alliance " will not prove convincing to those who 
are familiar with the facts. But one wearies of cataloguing inaccu- 
racies and misrepresentations in such a book as Mr. Creel has written. 

George L. Fox. 
New Haven, Connecticut. 

China and the World-War. By W. REGINALD Wheeler. 
New York, The Macmillan Company, 1919. — ix, 263 pp. 

The author of this work is a member of the faculty of Hangchow 
College. The direct contact which he has thus had with China has 
stimulated his interest in her fate and in the future of her people. He 
writes in a spirit of fairness and sincerity, not as a partisan but as one 
who seeks a just solution of a complex problem in the interest of all 
concerned. Like many others, he hoped that the regenerative effects 
of the war would be apparent throughout the world ; and, believing 
that " the standards and ideals formulated by the free peoples " con- 
tained the solution and the " only solution " of the momentous situa- 
tion in the Far East, he particularly hoped that they would be applied 
in that quarter. 



